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The question of whether the contracting officer is 
following the proper reimbursement rate during the 
option period of a contract concerns a matter of 
contract administration, which is the contracting 
agency's responsibility, not GAO's. 

American Mutual Protective Bureau (American Mutual) 
protests the reimbursement rate upon the exercise of an 
opt€on by the contracting activity under a contract awarded 
to the firm for janitorial services under solicitation 
NO. GS09P00613 issued by the General Services Administra- 
tion. American Mutual alleges that the contracting officer, 
in purportedly exercising an option provided for in the con- 
tract, is refusing to follow the agreed-upon reimbursement - 

rate for the option period. 

We dismiss the protest. 

Our bid protest function is reserved for considering 
whether the contract award process in a particular procure- 
ment complied with statutory, regulatory and other legal 
requirements. - See 4 C.F.R. part 21 (1983). The question 
American Mutual raises concerning the reimbursement rate 
during the option period under the contract pertains to a 
postaward matter and, as such, falls within the ambit of 
contract administration, which is the function and responsi- 
bility of the contracting agency. See The Swanson Corpora- 
tion, B-212474, August 8, 1983, 8 3 - 2 P D  186. Therefore, we 
will not consider the question. 

The protest is dismissed. 




